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A GOOD GOD. 

The idea of a Being malevolent, however exten- 
sive his power may be, is utterly incompatible with 
2 good Being; and asno being is entitled to the 
character of God except an infinite being, or a be- 
ing lifimite in power; tt hepge follows tiat the Ged 
of the universe is infinite both in power and good- 
ness. It-s hence evident, likewise, that no malevo- 
lent being in the universe can have or possess un- 
jimited or infimte power, because two beings of such 
power would be a contradiction in terms. Hence 
God is good and infinitely so. Will any person, of 
pny persuasion cr of any nation call in question the 
-Ornth of this position? We read that God 1s good un- 
‘fq. all and that the whole carth is fall of his goodness. 
Trvery creature and every thing is required to praise 
God. Old men and maidens, young men and ehil- 
dren, with irrational creatures, with animate and in- 
animate things are required to praise the God, who 
is infinitely good. No exceptation is made, but the 
injunction is universal ; ** Let every thing that hath 
breath praise the Lord, praise ye the Lord.” The 
only conclusion, which can be drawn is this, that 
every rational creature in the universe is bound to 
praise God for his goudness to himself and all man- 
kind. ‘ O that men would praise the Lord for his 
gocdness and his wonderful works to the children 
ofmen !” Creation wholly, providence particularly, 
wad Redemption universally, conepire to preve that 
the goodness of God pervades all his works, ar~ 
makes every creature a recipient of his love. Thus, 
that being, who is infinite, and whose infinity shuts 
out the possibility of another, is good, and that to an 
infinite degree. We necd only poiat our readers to 
the truth of God’s unchangeableness and power, and 
then the security of creatures in the band of such 
a Being will appear in the clearest Jight. 

Query—Is this goodness of the Deitf consistent 
with punishment, a8 a reward for transgression? or 
as wages or Consequences of sin? 

Answer-—According to the established order of 
things, effects must follow their cause. Sin isa cause, 
of Which natural evil (pain, shame, guilt, &c. &e.) 
are the consequenccs. Hence no man can transgressa 
known Jaw, without suffering the consequence of his 
transgression. Sin brings aman to shame and woe. 
It is conccived that punishment for sin is not the in- 
fliction of positive evil, but it is the consequence of 
a crime or crimes committed in opposition to _know- 
ledge. V/hocan murder, or steal, &c. without the 
disagreeable consequence of a guilly conscience and 
fearful apprehensions of suffering the reproach of 
men, and the punishments appointed by men, as 
ministers of God, for the wicked and disobedient ? 

It is true, that if a person were never to be cured 
of sin, that he would never be freed from its conse- 
quences. He would be endlessly wretched, because 
he would be endlessly sinful. Hence the object of 
justice, of mercy, of love, or of a good God, is to 
convince men of sin, and its dire consequences, that 
they may forsake the furmer and avoid the latter.— 
In the accomplishment of this, justice is satisfied. 
** Let the wicked forsake his way, and the unright- 
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Lotd, and he will have ipercy on him, and to our 
Gad, for Le will abundantly parden hirn.” ~Whatcan 
copiparc with infinite goodness! Though our sins be 
as scarlet or as crimson, they sball be as white as 
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) ies mrranscends all our cypcep- 
tions—it exccets What the tongue of ange!s can de- 
scribe—* it is love divine, all love excelling.”~ 
Here is the hope, the only hope of man; but does 
the above truth lead toa licentious hope, and a pro- 
fligate life? No. Noman can actdeliberately in the 
face of that conviction, which brings tu his under- 
standing the greatest good. If, therefore, men do 
gu ou in sin, while it is true that God is love, and 
that he is good, it is because they do not see fi; and 
if they do not see it, though it be a trnth, it cannot 
be the causeof a licentious life. —Eprror. 








CHARLES MARTEL. 

Charles Martel(a.p. 732) first made a stand against 
the invasions of the Arabs, under a descendent of 
Mahomet. These Saracens having overcome Asia 
and Africa, having entered Europe and overrun 
Spain, they were, at length, met in the heart of 
France, by Charles Martel, at the head of a numer- 
ous army. Thecontest was long and sharp; but on 
the seventh day, the Saracens were entirely defeated 
—the slaughter was immense, and France was saved. 
'f wecon-ider the wretched sitvation of the world at 
that time: desolated by the hordes of Saracens, 
whose terms were, ** The Koran, tribute, or death” 
if we consider that Europe was destiued, with the 
other parts of the world, to destruction by the most 
numerous and savage enemy, inflamed with fanati- 
cism and an ungodly zeal to extirnate all nations 
with ffre and sword, we shall be led to consider the 
noble stand which was made by Charles Martel and 
his brave associates, as one cf the most important 
transactions in history. 

In the public distress, Charles had applied the re- 
venues of the church to the relief of the state. and 
the pay of the soldiers. This was a sufficient reason, 
with the clergy, to depreciate lis merits, and he was 
represented as asacrilegious wretch, unworthy both 
of earth and heaven; consequently, a Gallic synod 
declared that his ancestor was damned—that on 
opening his tomb, the spectators were affrighted with 
the smell of fire, and the sight of an horned dragon ; 
and a saint of the time was indulged with the pleasant 
vision of the soul and body of Charles Martel, burning 
to all eternity in the abyss of hell. This, by the 
clergy of that day, was the reward of Charles, who, 
under God, had been the instrument of salvation, not 
to France only, but to the greatest part of Europe. 

REMARKS. . 

Tlow dreadful must have been the situation of the 
dead body of Charles Martel, tormented with fire, 
under the agency and direction of au horned dragon! ! 
As unreasonable and foolish as the above ought to 
appear, it is a specimen of the arts and tricks of the 
clergy, to umpose on the weakness and credulity of 
mankind, in all ages and nations. The reproach of 
such folly is not entirely wiped away from the pro- 





cous man his thoughts, and let him return unto the 


testent part of the Christian world. 
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The propagation of tales respecting the death of 
men who are accounted immoral and profane, espe- 
pecially of cnemies, and men of sentiments differing 
from our own, is seen in too great a degree, among 
our greaiest pretenders to religion and knowledge. 
When a Universalist dies, it is reported, generally, 
that he recanted before his decease; if it be proved 
that he died in the belicf of Universalism, then, with 
the ancestor «f Charles Martel, he is damned; and 


whether there be the smell offire at his interment or 


not, yet it is contended that Le i in the possession of 
an horned dragon. In these surmises and propaga- 
tions, there is, perhaps, as much weakness and wick- 


edness discovered, as in any part of man’s conduc’. 


Weakness, because such an idea can have no reason 


for itssupport; wickedness, because men may know 


better, and because it betrays a disposition, which 


would be gratified if it were even so. 

We learn, from this history, the baseness of man, 
in the ingratitude which the greatest and best men 
have experienced. Ingratiiude, whether it respects 
the Deity or ovr fellow men, is unreasonable m the 
extreme, and is a species of depravity, which ought 
to be held in universal detesiation.—Eviror. 


FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
TIE REFULTLR RLSUTED,. 

A Replu to the substance of a discourse against 
Universalisin, pronounced by the Rev. Mr. 
Crawford, on Sabbath evening, Feb. 27, 
1825, at the Presbyterian Chapel in the 
village of Buffuio, in a letter to the Rev. 
Mr. Crawford. 

“Laugh where we must, be candid where we can, 

But vindicate the wavs of Cod to man.¥ 
To Mr. Crawrorp, Sir—No other motive 

than a desire to do my duty to God and my 

fellow men, could have induced me to enter up- 
on the task of examining the doctrine which 
you advanced in a discourse a few evenings 
since, designed to prove the endless duration of 
the sinners torment. Ido it reluctantiy, be- 
cause I am aware, that some of your friends will 
view an attempt of tnis kind, as-a species of in- 

sult to the dignity of the clerical office, or as a 

breach of propriety. But should any one suc- 

ceed in convincing me, that a follower of any 

creed is too good to be opposed, or that his o- 

pinions are too sacred to be doubted, the pen 

would fall from my hand aad my conscience 
would be smitten with a sense of the improprie- 
ty of thus addressing you. But being fully con- 
vinced that investigation does not injure, but 


rather tends to promote the cause of truth, I 


feel justified in this undertaking. And espe- 
cially, since the honor and glory of God; the 
well-being of the church of Christ ; and the wel- 
welfare and happiness of mankind depend in a 
measure upon the subject in agitation, I feel the 
approbation of my conscience and am induced 
to believe thatthe smiles of an approving heaven 
will rest upon me while engaged in an examina- 
tion of your arguments against “ the restitution of 
all things.” 

Actuated (not as some have supposed, by 
contentious motives, but) by a desire to hear 
from the lips of one so eminent and well quali- 
fied as yourself, the reason of your hope in a par- 
tial salvation, and your consequent disbelief in 
the doctrine of Universal salvation from sin, I 





attended your place of worship and listene? 
with attention to your remarks. Without flat- 
tery | must say, that some of your ideas were 
ingenious and original; and in my opinion, 
your arguments were as plausible as any of 
those which have been advanced against Uni.- 
versalism, or in favor of the doctrine you main- 
tain. Bot even your arguinents have failed to 
convince me of the correctness of your senti- 
mienis. You may say in reply, that 1 am too 
far gone to be convineed by logical reasoning; 
but if f am not mistaken, I hold myself in read- 
iness to hear, and give proper credit to all the 
arguinents in the store house of orthodoxy, and 
will pledge myself, at all times to give every 
objection to my doctrine a candid examination, 
Since therefore, vour discourse is not altogetler 
satisfactory to my mind, I feel it to be my duty 
to attempt a refutation of some ideas which you 
\then advanced. If fam mistaken either in the 
| impressions received from your remarks on the 
) dectrine which I maintain, Iam as ready to be 
| corrected or instructed,as Iam or can be, to 
| write orspeak against what I consider erroneous. 
| 1 hope therefore, kind Sir, that you will excuse 
me for the freedom with which I use your name 
and doctrine; for had you possessed any fee}. 
ings repugnant to investigation, or opposed to 
personalitiesy you probably would not have 
commenced an attack upon the ideas of living 
authors, who have wriiten in defence of our 
‘faith. With that plainness of speech, therefore, 
which becometh such as have a hope in the 
}impartial mercy of the Lord, [ shall, without 
/any further apology, enter upon an examinatien 
of your discourse. 


The text, you will remember, was the words 
of our common Lord, recorded in Matt. xxv. 
46. “ These shall go away into everlasting 
| punishment, but the righteous into life eter- 
nal.” Your discourse was intended as a refu- 
tation of the doctrine which teaches the ultimate 
| holiness and consequent happiness of all man- 
| kind, and for the purpose of so doing you advan- 
ced, among others, the following ideas, which 
are worthy of attention; viz. first, you con- 
| tended that the original signification of the word* 
aionzan, translated in your text everlasting and 
eternal, was endless duration. Second, That 
it was so used and understood at the time your 
text was spoken, and subsequently. Third, 
That it had been so received by the church and 
its fathers in all ages of the world, with the ex- 
ception of a few in modern times. 


Before I take up your arguments in order, 
permit me to offer a remark onthe subject gen- 
erally. You will perceive, that, unless your 
first proposition is substantiated so as to admit 
of no doubt as to its truth, there can be no pro- 
priety in urging the second or third. For, un- 
lesthe adjective atonian strictly and literally 
signifies endless duration, and unless the term 
was uniformly so received by the primitive 
christians and others of those days, it will be 
foolish to contend that of itself it now implief 
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duration without end. It appears to me that 
nothing couid exonerate our Saviour from cen- 
gure, could it be proved that in teaching a doc- 
triae of eternal importance, he used convertible 
terms without any explanation or qualification. 
But I honestly believe, that in no instance has 
he left any important doctrine to rest upon con- 
vertible terms. Hence, as all must acknow!- 
edge, that the doctrine of endless misery is of 
great importance if true, we may well expect to 
‘find the strongest terms in the original languages 
used to express such doctrine, if it be taught in 
the bible.” With this in view I shall proceed. 

And Ist. I shall notice your firstand leading 
proposition. Your doctrine rests upon the fact 
or the falsehood that the term aionian signifies 
of itself, endless duration; and once for all, I 
admit, that if your proposition is true my doc 
trine is false. Whoever reads this article will 
Ciscover the absolute importance to your sys- 
tem, of this proposition. for, if you have not 
established the supposed fact, that the adjective 
aiontan means endless duration, your doctrine 
must fall to the ground. 

If my memory serves me, you expressly de 
clared, that this word is the only one ever used 
in the original languages of the bible to convey 
the idea of endless duration; and of course, if 
this is a convertible term, it devolves upon you 
to furnish some other evidence of the truth of 
your doctrine or to abandon it as false. Since, 
therefore, your whule subject turns upon this 
one point, I shall examine it with attention. 

In order to obtain a correct knowledge of the 
facts connected with this subject [ shall appeal 
to ‘the law and the testimony.” But before 
we open the book, in which will be read our 
condemnation or justification, I beg leave to 
ask vou if thisterm is NEveR used in the scrip- 
tures in a limited sense? If you say yes, you 
give up one of your strongest positions: If you 
say no, it will devolve upon me to prove your 
declaration incorrect, or give you the argument. 

The adjective aionian is from the noun aion, 
and you will admit that the adjective is not 
stronger than the noun from which it is derived. 
In order to go to the foundation we will exam- 
ine a few instances where this word is used in 
the New Testament. See Rev. xiv. 11. “ And 
the smoke of their torment ascendeth up for-ev- 
er and ever.” Now Sir, does forever in tiis 
passage mean eternity? Ifso, then I wish to 
know if “ for ever and ever” does not mean 
eternity and beyond? In many places in the 
bible we find similar expressions all from the 
same word in the original, and in numberless in- 
Stances the same word is applied to things 
which have loag since ended. I will not insult 
you by quoting passages of this kind, for you 
are doubtless prepared to agree with me in the 
declaration. Making no pretensions to litera- 


ture I now wish to know why this noun and 
the adjective areused sometimes in a limited 
and sometims in an unlimited sense? You must 
answer, that the nature of the noun to which the 





adjective is applied, must determine the extent 
of its meaning. Your superior wisdom will lead 
you to assent to this fact, and I need not con- 
tend more upon this subject. You, Sir, will 
not, I presume, risk yonr popularity on the as- 
sertion that this word is not frequently used in 
the scriptures in a limited sense. Then I ask, 
how you come to the conclusion, that in any 
case it means eternal duration? You must an- 
swer, that you come to such ceaclusion from 


| the absoiute eternity of the being or thing to 


which it isapplied. This is asit should be.— 
And now, encouraged by the prospect before 
us, permit me to congratulate you on your ad- 
vancement in the trath. Ihave no fears of a 
denial on your part, of the facts above admitted, 
and now we will sum up the case. The noun 
to which the adjective eternal is applied must 
determine the extent of its signification. So far 
all is well; but what is the conclusion? Ans. 
The term itself does not mean duration without 
limitation / 

To illustrate this subject, I will quote two 
passages where the term everlasting is used, to 
which we will apply the above rule. See Gen. 
xxi. 33. “ And Abraham planted a grove in Beer- 
Sheba, and called there on the name the of Lord, 
the everlasting God.” Now all will admit that 
the tern) everlasting, in the above text, is used 
in an unlimited sense, or to-express eternal or 
endless duration. Why do we so consider it? 
Ans.—Because God is from everlasting and to 
everlasting, without beiginning or end. This is 
all very rational, for the noun God, to which 
the adjective is applied, extends its meaning to 
an absolute eternity. But another example wil} 
probably put the subject at rest. See Genesis, 
xvii. 8. “ And I will give unto thee (Abrahain) 
and to thy seed after thee, the land wherein thou 
art a stranger, all the land of Canaan, for an 
everlasting possession,” &c. Now, you will 
not contend that the word everlasting, in this 
text, means duration without end ; for the peo- 
pre to whom that land was promised and subse- 
quently given, have long since been dispossessed 
of it. Then why do we in this passage Limit 
the signification of the adjective everlasting? 
Ans.—The subject is limited, and as matter of 
conrse the word does not mean endless dura- 
tion. Then how is it with your first proposi- 
tion? Is the term everlasting, in your text, to 
be taken in an unlimited sense? Ifso, why? Is 
it true, that punishment is endless in its natare? 
No sir. For Christ came into our world to put 
away sin by the sacrifice of himself, and to 
make an end of transgression, and he will fi- 
nally triumph over the devil, see the travail of 
his soul, and be satisfied! Then how will you 
prove the absolute eternity of misery? If lam 
not mistaken, you must reverse your position, 
and instead of proving punishment endless, by 
the adjective aionian you must prove the ad- 
jective aionian to be unlimited in its significa- 
tion, by the nature of punishment! So much for 
your first and leading proposition. 
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Believing, sir, that you are, by this time, well 
aware of the incorrectness of your first state- 
ment, I shall call your attention to one fact, 
which I think vou will not.deny. You said, in 
your discourse, that the original word translated 
everlasting and eternal, in your text, was the 
strongest one used by the ancients to convey the 
idea of endless duration. It is possible that I 
am mistaken; but one reason way I am the 
more confident in the truth of this statement, is 
this: If you had admitted, that there were other 
words inthe Hebrew or Greek languages, more 


unlimited in their signification, than the one used | 


in your text, it should have been an acknow- 
ledgment of the fallacy of your doctrine, For 


the question would have been asked, by the 


hearer, “‘ why were not such words used to ex- 
press the eternity of punishment instead of con- 
vertible terms?” And now, with deference to 
your superior learning, f ask, is it possible, that 
you are so grossly mistaken as to believe, that 
atonian is the term most unlimited of any used 
by the ancients? Ina word: do you not know, 
that there are words, both in the Hebrew and 
Greek, which in themselves convey the idea of 
endless duration? If you are not informed upon 
this subject, be so kind as to read in your He- 
brew bible, Isa. xlv. 17, “But Israel shall be 
saved in the Lord with an everlasting salvation; 
ve shall not be ashamed nor confounded world 
without end.’ The words rendered in the 
above passage, world without end, are od ow 
lami od, ad literally siguify world withont end. 
See also Heb. vii. 16. Here, Sir, ts at least one 


instance which appears to me a direct refuta- | 


tion of your declarations. The firstof the above 
texts is applied to the happiness of wankind, 
and since you have declared, that the same 
terms so used, ave applied to the misery of the 
wicked, I call on you (I would do it modestly) 
to refer me to an instance of that description. 
In the mean time, I assert, without the fear of 
contradiction, that you cannot find terms eqnal- 
lv uilimited in their signification, applied in 
the bible to the punishment of the wicked.— 
Hence. Sir, I leave this part of your subject to 
be believed or disbelieved by an impaitial and 
enlightened public as they shall think proper. 
Again: You maintained that those to whom 
your text was originally addressed, understood 


our Saviour as alluding to eternal punishment in | 
another mode of being; and also, as matter ef ; 
course, that they understood the term rendered | 
everlasting and eternal as signifying the abso- 
lute eternity of the happiness of one party, and | 
Sut 
aliowing the importance of your declarations | 


the endless duration of the other’s misery. 


when unaccompanied with proof, I desire to 
know how you ot any other man can be justi- 
fied in making suct an assertion? Had yeu any 
testimony at band to support your position? 
If sv, why did you not bring it forward? Or is 
it possible that a man of your knowledge of hu- 
man ature could suppose, that your hearers 
would all take your word as evidence in this 


matter? True, you referred to the railings and 
revilings of the Pharisees as evidence of the cor- 
-rectness of your proposition, but does that prove 
any thing in your favor? They indeed found 
fault with the doctrine of Christ, but was it on 
account of his preaching the partial, system of 
endless damnation? I venture tosay No. And 
if you will again examine the subject you will 
find, that they complained of his doctrine on 
account of its equalizing tendency. “ Be- 
‘hold your Master eateth with publicans and 
sinners,” was the cry raised against him, and 
not “your master is a limitarian!” His doc- 
| trine was too humiliating, too debasing, too uni- 
|versal in its nature and application, to suit 
those pious partialists. Nothing would have 
been more congenial to their views and feelings, 
than to have heard from the lips of the Re- 
deemer the doctrine of endless burning for the 
non-elect; for they, pious souls! were the fast 
to consider themsclves in danger! Na, Sir; 
they had a hell, which, though not quite so 
awiul as the modern place of misery, was ne- 
vertheless in readiness for. the wicked. But 
may God grant that you and I may never find 
fault with any doctiine on the grounds upon 
which their complaints are predicated ! 

But, now let us examine your context, (which 
for some unknown reason was carefully avoided 
in your discourse) in order to learn whether 
your statement was correct or not. In the 
| twenty-fourth chapter of Matthew, we read that 
| “the disciples came unto him (Christ) privately, 
| saying, tell us, when shallthese things be? and 
what shall be the sign ef thy coming, and of the 
end of the world?” You will not deny, that, in 
the answer given at length to this inquiry, by 
our Saviour, he alluded to the consummation of 
the whole subject of which he speaks. If you 
| should ever deny this fact, I stand ready to re- 
| but such denial with plain bible testimony, and 
will pledge myself to do it at any time, and on 
any proper occasion when L shall be requested 
to make the attempt. Among other things, the 
second coming of Christ, which you say will be 
hereafter, was particularly mentioned. With 
this in view, I desire to know what was meant, 
| and what the well instructed disciples of Christ 
| understood by the words “verily I say unto 
| you, this generation shall not pass til ALL 
i these things be fulfilled”? See Matt. xxiv. 34. 
Did they vot understand this plain declaration 
tu refer tu dime, and to the very time or age in 
which they lived? When Christ expressly said 
“When ye therefore shall see the abomination 
of desolation standing in the holy place, then 
let them which be in Judea flee into the moun- 

ins, do you suppose, Sit, that they understood 
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him to mean a judgment in eternity, when an 
| everlasting separation should take place between 
righteous and wicked spirits? No, Sir: you 

know better; and your ingenuity was exerted 
| in keeping your context out of sight! It would 
| hot answer your purpose to refer to the connex- 
|ion of your subject, lest “ peradventure” God 
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should be found able to “manage his own af- 
fairs,” and your favorite system should be ex- 
ploded!  Whoso readeth let him understand.” 
But farther. Wuern was the separation to 
take place ? Mr. Crawford says it is to take 
place at a judgment day hereafter. But what 
says Jesus Christ? Ans. When the Son of man 
shall come in his glory THEN shull he be seat- 
ed upon his throne and before him shall be 
gathered all nations. What shall then be done? 
Ans. “ The Son of man shall come in the glo- 
ry of his Father with his angels; and then he 
shall reward every man according to his works,” 
When shall all this be accomplished ? Ans. 
“ Verily Tsay unto you, [hear it ye calvinists,] 
there be some standing here which shall not 
taste of death, till they see the Son of mancom- 
ing in his kingdom.” See Matt. xvi. 27, 28. 
Now Sir, at the coming of Christ you say, the 
separation will be made between the righteous 
and wicked ; and will you venture your repu- 
tation on the assertion that he has not already 
appeared in his glory, with his angels or mes- 
sengers, in robes of judgment and in his king- 
dom? Has not that generation passed away ? 
Has not Christ established judgment in the 
earth ? Have not all nations been gathered be- 
‘fore him? And has not one party gohe away 
into aionian punishment, and the other into ai- 
onian life? Yes sir, some bave known the liv- 
ing God and Jesus Christ, which is life eternal. 
And will you contrad.ct our Redeemer and de- 
ny the evidence of your eyes and ears, by say- 
ing, that the separationto which your text re- 
fers is to take place in a future mode of being ? 
No sit; with all your confidence in the good- 
ness of your cause, I venture to predict that 
you will never do it in any place or on any oc- 
casion where or when your humble servant can 
have an opportunity to reply to your declara- 
tion. The undertaking will probably be be- 
neath your notice or unworthy your attention ! 
But farther: When Christ. evidently in con- 
tinuation of the subject agitated in the 24th 
chapter expressly declared that when he should 
come in his glory, that then he would sever the 
wicked from among the just ; and when he 
said that all those things should come to pas in 
that generation, think you his disciples under- 
stood him to mean as you contended was the 
case, to wit : that the separation was to take 
place in eternity, or that such separation was to 
be absolutely eternal ? If they did so under- 
stand him the poor wicked universalists may 
hope in God a little longer, for they have no 
other evidence of it than the unsupported asser- 
vations of limitarians. ‘The disciples of Christ 
have failed to bear testimony to any such thing; 
and hence, had it not been for the timely in- 
structions of the orthodox clergy the “ unlearn- 
ed and unstable” would have gone down to 
their graves in ignorance ! O what a blessing 
it is to have a well-instructed and popular priest- 
hood !—But until you furnish some other evi- 
dence of the truth of your positions beside your 


own declarations or the murmurs of ancient or 
modern pharisees against the leveiling and hu- 
miliating doctrine of universal holiness | shal! 
beg leave to be called a hereuc for believing, 


diciples the truth, and that you, my iespected 
and dear sir, are much mistaken in a contrary 
cpinion. , 

I have a few words to say in reply to your 
last proposition, and then L shall dismiss for the 
present this subject. You contended for the 
truth of your doctrine, on the ground, that the 
primitive christians maintained the same ideas, 
and that the apostolic fathers imbibed the same 
notions. ‘That the apostles of Christ did not 
maintain any such ideas,is evident from the 
fact, that they never said one word in ail their 
preaching about punishinent in hell ; and if any 
thing could demonstrate to the wind of a ration- 
al man the weakness of your cause and the ae 
‘arming destitution of plain testimony in its sup- 
port, it is the fact, that, tor the want of scripture 
testimony, you, achampion of endless daimua- 
tion, are driven to the alternative of quoting the 
opinions of men uninspired, and in inany in- 
stances nnworthy of the confidence of those up- 
on whom the blessings of the reformation have 
descended, to prove that the notion of endiess 
misery is a doctrine of the bible! Now if any 
thing was wanting more than the testimony of 
Jehovah and allhis holy prophets since the 
worla began, to prove “ the restitution of all 
things,” | would iake up the subject and quote 
authentic history to prove that popes and cardt- 
nals have despised the God-glorilying idea of u- 
niversal redemption. I would prove that the 
ignorant have not known it—that the self-rig ht- 
eous have despised it—that bigots have railed 
against it—that hypocrites have mocked at ii— 
that pharisees have gnashed their teeth at it, and 
thet limitarians of all classes have scorned to 
believe it! Yea I would go farther and show, 
that ail those who are in their own estimation 
“better than other men are” have  uni- 
formly despised this equalizing faith, lest they 
should be hnried from their imaginary exalta- 
tion down to the level of poor human nature ! 
No, thanks be to Almighty God, our doctrine 
has never been identified with the “ mystery of 
iniquity,” nor tarnished by the credulity of fa- 
natics. No Sir; I repeat it ; we go to the d- 
bie tor our religion, and for proof of our doc- 
trine ; and if 1 am ever compelled to quote the 
testimony of any men uninspired to support it, 
I shall,be prepared with every needed thing but 
the want ofa disposition to renounce my senti- 
ments. And if the antiquity of your doctrine 
is any thing in its favor, why not go one step 
farther and quote the bulls of pupes as an evi- 
dence of its truth ? (>> To the law, and to the 
testimony we repair, and by that criterion we 
shall stand or fall. 

Having intended in the first place to be as 
short as the nature of the subject would admit, 
I shall add no more at this time. If you see 





implicitly, and sincerely, that Christ told his- 
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proper to condescend so much as to reply to 
this epistle I reserve the privilege hereafter, 
God piling, tomake, if necessary a respectful 
reply f 
iam sir, yours in the gospel of peace. 
L.S. EVERETT. 


FROM THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
THE RULING PASSION. 

_ A SFORT SERMON.—Text, John vi. 24—26. 

“* When the people therefore saw that Jesus 
was not there, neither his disciples, they took 
shipping, and came to Capernaum, seeking 
for Jesus. And when they had found on the 
other side of the sea, they said unto him, 
Rabbi, when camest thou hither? Jesus an- 
swered them, and said, Verily, verily I say 
unto you, ye seek me, not because ye saw 
the miracles, but becuuse ye did eat of the 
loaves, and were filled.” 


When I was a child, I used to listen with all 
‘my mightto hear the Text, whenI went to 
meeting ; particularly when a strange minister 
= After charity has made all her al- 

owances, there remains something of pride and 


ambition in the best heart. These failings will 


slide beneath even a black garment ; and insin- 
uate themselves almost imperceptibly into the 
humble pretensions of the pious and watchful.— 
Consequently, it is nothing strange, if an op- 
portunity, only once offered, should be seized 
with alacrity and the good man_ concentrate in- 


to a focus, the essentials, particulars, excellen- 
cies, and pungencies of hissystem. Therefore, 
all the artillery of rebuke and threatening—all 
the fire and brimstone, and horrors of a whole | 
consequence resulting from all the sins of a gen- 
eration of offenders, are sometimes discharged 
in a single volley. When this is about to hap- 
pen, there is the forerunner of a “ dreadfu: note 
of preparation.” The mind is awakened to re- 
ceive all that is coming ; and the eyes and ears, 
and whole sensorium, are adjusted, and fixed in 
@ posture to catch every particle, and obtain the 
extent and full measure of the discourse. In 
this manner, even achild becomes an adept at 
conjecture, and can estimate the consequences 
as soon as the cause is discovered. 

There is one kind of courage which becomes 
us best when we cherish the conviction of our 
own safety ; and behold, in anticipation, the 
danger thicken around the-heads of others.— 
Thus, the most terrible anathemas are heard 
from the pulpit, and fail harmless at our feet ; 
because we view them as weapons discharged 
at our wicked neighbos. Thus we become fa- 
miliar with terrible ministers, and terrible ser- 
mons ; and can estimate the amount intended, 
because the text measures the preacher’s inten- 
tion. On the present occasion, conjecture may 
not be altogether useless ; but any suspicion of 
anathemas will be lost in the sequel. 

A textis atext. Itis the use that is made 





of it that alters it, and puzzles the world with 


ye did eat of the loaves, and were filled.” 


doubis of the preacher’s meaning ; and the util- 
ity of his preaching. Sometimes, a text is con- 
verted into an arsenal ; all the munitions of 
war are found in it, and the pulpit becomes a 
fort or battery, by turns beseiging and storming 
the congregation. At another time, the text is 
neglected as useless ; and the preacher substi- 
tutes, from his treasure-house of knowledge, all 
the arcana of wisdom appertaining to his sect 
and dogmas. And “ once in a while,” as on 
the present occasion, the text is acknowledged 
to be a true declaration, sufficient of itself, and 
nothing wanting but a miod to understand it, 
and an honest heart to admit its application. 

The truth of Solomon’s assertion is nanifest- 
ed by every day’s observation. “ There is 
nothing new underthe sun.” Chirist’s miracles 
are estimated as in days of yore ; and in despite 
of professions, men “ seek” him, because this 
seeking provides the loaves which jidi them. 

The better to understand our ‘Text, (for we 
will not pervert it,) let us divide or arrange its 
several propositions, 


First : Those to whom the answer was given. 

Second : The answer. 

Third: The meaning of it. Which wil! lead, 

First : To a consideration of Christ’s mira- 
cles. 

Second: The loaves. 

Third: Those who sought him for the sake 
of the loaves ; and were filled with the loaves, 
instead of the miracles. 


And now let me beseech the reader, if he 
has mere than one spark of jealousy or preju- 
dice about him, tu lay it aside until we conclude 
our discourse. Surely, reader, it will look very 
suspicious, and militate much against your mo- 
tives, to be displeased at the onset. It will 
speak a language for you, and say, that you are 
a candidate for the loaves ; and that however 
you may esteem the miracles, you cannot relish 
them without a savory seasoning. To attend 
to our first proposition— 

It was the “ people”, generally, that Christ 
addressed. They “ took shipping, and came 
to Capernaum, seeking for Jesus.” A lauda- 
ble motive, says the superficial reader ; for “they 
that seek shall find.” True. But they sought 
him not for the miracles, but for the doaves.— 
Therefore, they obtained the loaves, which they 
desired ; and lost sight of the miracles. 


Secondly: The answer Christ gave them, 
proves our declaration to be true. He admit- 
ted they sought him. The people, the majority, 
perhaps, of the busy folks, who were actively en- 
gaged in securing their own interests, and unso- 
licitous about the good of others. 

Thirdly : The answer is too unequivocal to 
require any explanation, relative to the justness 
of the reproof it contains. ‘ Ye seek me,” that 
is evident, for youare here at Capernaum, with 
me; but what motive induced you to come?— 
‘Not because ye saw the miracles, but because 


To 
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arrive at the meaning of the answer, wiil iead 


us to consider, 

First: Christ’s miracles. And itis remark- 
able, that his miracles were always wrought to 
produce good to others. “Tie went about do- 
tng good; healing all manner of diseases.”— 
His miracles were the exercise of his healing 
powers, when he blessed the helpless, and freed 
them from the maladies which they suffered.— 
Universal benignity and love shone in all bis 
works. His mercy was not circumscribed, but 
extended even to those who sought his life.— 
And the greatest miracle he wrought, was the 
power of love over all the infirmities and frail- 
ties of the body he bore, by which he quelled 
every feeling of hostility to his enemies, and ex- 
pired, in crue) agonies, breathing out his lite in 
a prayer for the forgiveness of those by whose 
wicked hands he was slain. Can the mind 
conceive agreater act! Power, alone, may cre- 
ate worlds. Wisdom, confined tv prescience, 
may tell the amount and consequence of the 
worlds which shall exist, and assist in the plan 
of their formation. But dove, and love only, 
can produce the record of events which will dis- 
play the perfeciion of Omnipotence, and secure 
the acclamutions of adering millions. The tri- 








umph of Christ was the miracle of Omnipotent 
power, Infinite wisdom, and unbounded love. 
Can it be possible that a loaf of bread, is pre. 
ferred to this miracle of Love! Let us consider, 
Secondly: The loaves. “ Bread is the staff 
of life.’ It is worth seeking; but the whole 
blame lies in the hypocrisy of the pretension ; 
which would make the lookers on believe the 
party to be swallowed up of love for the miracles, 
when “their inward thought is,” to obtain “ the 
loaves and be filled.””, ‘There is no harm, friend, 
we would say, in cbtaining the loaves, even to 
the amount of 3,500 a year, only be honest, and | 





ness of our compunction in so doing—The loaf- 
hunters of old, were filled, and there remained 
fragments. But now, they eat the whole that 
is offered; and, wonderful to relate, are some- 
times so voracious as to complain of the small- 
nese of the luaves, and to leave Capernaum on 
that account alone! *** * *# ### # Be ® 

Shame on the degenerate days in which we 
live: that even the hypocrisy of the pretension 
should be winked at, and the party remain dis- 
satisfied, and threaten to leave Capernaum.—~ 
Who are these pretenders? Answering this in- 
terrogation will lead to the consideration of our 
last proposition, as follows— 

Thirdly: Those who sought him forthe sake 
of the loaves ; and were filled with the loaves, 
instead of the miracles. This carries us back 
again, to the time of miracles. Beécause those 
of that day were filled with the loaves, instead 
of the miracles. ‘They had no room left for mi- 
racles. But now, vou cannot fill them. The 
loaves are devoured, and the eaters appear like 


' Pharaoh’s lean kine,” as voracious as ever. 


Look at the pretension! Who would confess 
that the doaves were the whole inducement ?>— 
Remove the loaves, the cause ceases, and they 
leave Capernaum. ‘The people pretend to seek 
Christ, for the sake of his miracles.— 

What, says the inquisitive reader, has the mi- 
racles to do with the loaves? or the loaves with 
the miracles? Nothing at all. We see no ana- 
logy between them. They are no more alike 
than the real and pretended motives of those 
who went to Capernaum. There is no resem- 
blance, no affinity whatever ;—it is only preten- 
sion, afier all is said, seeking loaves, and calling 
them miracles. 

Who are these loafeaters? Alas! for them, 
reader, we do not like tu be too particular, for 
fear of giving offence. Let us venture a con- 


not play the hypocrite, by pretending that the | jecture, together, and share the blame; decla- 


miracles are the object in view; when the loaves | 
are esteemed of the first consequence. It is re- | 
markable that the people did not go to Caper- 
naum, until they had first eaten of the “loaves 
aad were filled.” Christ “went about doing 
good.” He wrought miracles often. But it! 
was the loaves which excited curiosity, and | 
prevailed upun the people to go to Capernaum. 
How many go to Capernaum in our day to eat 
the loaves! Alas! for the pretensions of the | 
age we live in; that is, for those who make 
them, and who go to Capernaum with d0 faccs. 
By loaves, however, we are not restricted to 
the conclusion that bread only is intended.— 
Those spoken of in our text, had fish with the 
loaves. In our day, the palates of those who | 
go to Capernanm are variously excited, and the 
loaves of modern times are much larger than in 
days of yore.” 

There is another distinction which must be 
made, to suit the difference between oncient and 





modern times; which, painful to relate, is much | jectures, as to its proper signification. 


to the discredit of modern loaf-hunicrs t is! 











this, we must state it notwithstanding the great- 


ring at the onset, that we do not mean to have 
a word we shall speak, apply to one person who 
ever went to Capernaum out of love tu the mi- 
racles. As for those, whose only motive is to 
obtain the “ loaves and fishes,’ we need fear 
nothing from them, for they are all gone to Ca- 
pernaum, 





TO THE EDITOR OF THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
Dear Sir—Being a constant reader of the 
Gespel Herald, I should be pleased to see your 
views published in the same, on Leviticus x. 1, 
where it speaks of Aaron’s sons offering strange 
fire. If you will comply with the above re- 
quest, you will confer a favor on one who is a 
friend to truth. W. A. 
Amenia, April 20, 1824. 
ANSWER. 

The above communication has been mislaid, 
or it would have received a favorable notice.—- 
The passage introduced has led to various cone 
The 
fire spoken of is called “ strange fire,” because 
God did not command Nadab and Abibu to of- 
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fer it. The fire which consumed the incense 
in their censers, was unquestionably the same 
element used in common by the Jewish priests. 
Bat the fire which was kindled in their censers, 
we presume, was denominated “ strange fire,” 
on account of the incense being different from 
the incense which God commanded to be burned 
before him. We will only add, that God never 
commanded the Jewish priests to offer Hell-fire 
in their censers. Priests in our day ofier little 
else; and, in our opinion, it is the strangest fire 
ever heard of! 


A Roman Catholic Priest in this City has 
lately been putin close confinement in one of 
our prisons, for a violation of the 7th command- 
ment, under very aggravated circumstauces.— 
Bail demanded, $7000.—Piil. Reformer. 


Religion seems as necessary to mankind as 
water; the purest of both is most salutary ; 
yet in that state neither please the palate. In 
all ages mankind have been fond of adulter- 
ating both with furcign ingredients; these in- 
gredients are often of an intoxicating quality, 
which perverts their beneficial nature, heats the 
brain, renders men quarrelsome, sometimes fu- 
rious, and makes what was intended as a bles- 
sing operate as a curse. 


Unless men bring forth the fruits of religion, 
which are peace, joy long suffering and charity, 
it is certain they do not possess it; for the state 
of the heart is as readily determined by the life 
as the character of the tree by its fruits. Not 
every one who says Lord, Lord, recognizes 
Christ for his Master, for if he loved his Teach- 
er he would keep his commandments. 


FROM THE, CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 
ADVICE TO FEMALES. 

“ Hear the words of Prudence, give heed un- 
to her counsels, and store them in thine heart ; 
her maxims are universal, and all the virtues 
lean upon her: she is the guide and mistress of 
human life. 

Put a bridle on thy tongue; set a guard be- 
fore thy lips, lest the words of thine own mouth 
destroy thy peace. 

A little jest isthe poison of friendship; and 
she that cannot restrain her tongue, shall have 
trouble. 

Let her that scoffeth at the lame, take care 
that she halteth not herself: whesocver speaketh 
of another’s failings with pleasure, shall hear of 
her own with bitterness of heart. 

Of much speaking cometh repentance, but in 
silence is safety. 

A talkative woman is a nvisance to society; 
the ear is sick of her babbling, the turrent of 
her words overwhelmeth conversation. 

Boast not of thyself, for it shail bring con- 
tempt upon thee; neither deride another, for it 
is dangerous. 
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! wil: sing praise to thy name, O thou most Hich? 














he following lines from the Christian Intelligencer, 
are fromthe pen ef one whose productions do hon- 
or to the head and heart of the author. They are 
in themselves inieresting and worthy of an inser- 
tion; but the bereaved brother, with whom we 
are personally nnacauainicd, will excuse us when 
we say, that the ** e/egy” on the partner of his bo- 
som, has not failed even to excite in our cold heart 
a sympathetic emotion. 


LLEGY 


On THE LATE Mrs. CLARINDA STRECTER. 
By Sumner Lincoln Fatrfield. 


Davueater of Earth! a lingering, last farewell! 
Thy shroud is wet with many a bitter tear ; 

Shade of the Blest! where loves immortal dwell 
Thou livest, unsorrowing for what charmed thee here! 


Loosed from the bands that bound thee unto woe, 
Thy spirit dwells where sin cannever ecme, 

And while we grieve and mourn thy loss below, 
Faith gilds the darkness of thine early tomb. 


Tears must be shed—affection can but weep 
O’er one so lovely in her sinless life ; 

In thy cold grave thy memory cannot slcep, 
Nor widowed love forget the loving wife. 


But every tear that nature sheds for thee 
Must blot some sin still lurking in the breast, 
And every sigh from some chill burden free 
The spirit gazing on its home of rest. 


For all we love on this unholy sphere 

Must fade—aud die while yet in loveliest bloom. 
And, like the rose dew, soonest disappear 
Earth’s brightest glories in the loneliest tomb. 


Few years on thee, immortal Spirit! threw 
The bliighting mildew of their sins and woes ; 
Not long affection round thy pure heart drew 
The silken curtains of a soft repose. 


Ere Heaven recalled thee to the skies again, 
To sing eternal anthems of delight;— 

No mere the child of fear and doubt and pain, 
The trembling wanderer of a starless night. 


Shade of the Blest! from thy celestial sphere 
Look down and bless the sorrowing left behind: 
Dispel the cares and griefs that settle here, 
Cheer the lone heart and light the darkened mind ! 


And while we writhe beneath the ills of Fate, 
And groan in anguish *mid tumuituous strite, 

Daughter of Earth! we shall behold thy state 
And court no painful glories in this life. 


> Notrice—Mr. Everett being absent on 
a short journey there will be no preaching at 
the Court House next Sabbath. 
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